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REMARKS 

Claims 1-22 are pending in the application. Claims 1-12 and 14-16 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b). Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 (a). Claims 17-22 were withdrawn. 

Election/Restriction 

Applicant affirms the election to pursue the claims of Group I, i.e., claims 
1-17, in the current application, with traverse. Also, applicant affirms the election 
of Species A drawn to FIG. 1 and Species C drawn to FIG. 2. 

The Examiner is requested to reconsider his Restriction Requirement of 
claim 17 because both species of claims, i.e., claims 1-16 and claim 17, are 
drawn to subject matter which is so related to each other that an undue burden 
would not be placed upon the Examiner by maintaining both groups of claims in a 
single application. See, e.g., MPEP §803. 

Favorable consideration of this application is respectfully requested. 

Amendment To The Drawings 

Applicant proposes to correct a minor error in the equipment labels for 
Figure 3. As clearly mentioned on page 7, lines 18-19 of the specification, the 
Inertial Navigation System is properly labeled with reference sign 212 and the 
Global Positioning System is properly labeled with reference sign 214. 

Applicant has attached hereto a replacement drawing sheet for Figure 3 
correcting the aforementioned minor error. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) 

Claims 1-12 and 14-16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 5,592,401 issued to Kramer on January 7, 
1997. 

Applicant respectfully traverses this ground of rejection for the following 
reasons. 

Applicant's claim 1 recites, 
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"one or more sensors that produce one or more signals based on one or 
more joint motions of an individual; and 

one or more processing components that employ one or more of the one 
or more signals to make a determination of a positional change of the individual; 

wherein the one or more joint motions are measured and reconstructed 
to determine a path traversed by the individual; and 

wherein the path is used to create a map of an area ." 

Kramer does not teach this limitation. Instead, Kramer discloses a device 
for measuring the change in position of human body parts via the use of fast 
position sensors and delayed position sensors attached to the body parts. The 
sensors provide data to a processor. Kramer discloses that "the data processor 
270 may serve to simply log the conditioned or calculated data from the array of 
sensors mounted to measured body parts and/or it may calculate and/or log the 
spatial placement of one or more unmeasured body parts or other desirable 
motion parameters", as stated in column 17, lines 6-11. However, contrary to 
applicant's claimed invention, Kramer does riot teach "wherein the path is used 
to create a map of an area", as recited in applicant's claim 1 . 

Furthermore, Kramer discloses a FIG. 1 which shows the position of an 
entity, e.g., a body part, at an arbitrary time. The Examiner asserts that FIG. 1 
teaches applicant's claim 1. 

Applicant disagrees. 

As known by those of ordinary skill in the art, a map, as used in applicant's 
claim 1 , is a representation, usually on a plane surface, of a region of the earth or 
heavens. Since Kramer's FIG. 1 does not create a region of the earth or 
heavens, it cannot be considered a map of an area. 

Thus, the clear teaching of Kramer is that the path is not used to create a 
map of an area. 

In view of the foregoing, applicant submits that Kramer does not describe 
each and every element of claim 1 , and therefore claim 1 is not anticipated by 
Kramer. Since claims 2-16 depend from allowable claim 1 , these claims are also 
allowable over Kramer. 
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Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kramer in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,013,007 issued to Root et al. on 
January 11, 2000. 

Applicant respectfully traverses this ground of rejection. 

This rejection is based on the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) being 
proper. As that ground of rejection has been overcome, and none of the cited 
references teach or suggest "wherein the path is used to create a map of an 
area", as recited in applicant's claims 1, the combination of Kramer and Root 
does not supply this missing element. Thus, this combination does not make 
obvious any of applicant's claims, all of which require the aforesaid limitation. 

Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been 
overcome and that this application is now in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration and allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of all claims 
pending is respectfully requested. If a telephone conference would be of 
assistance in advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is 
invited to call applicant's attorney. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Carmen B. Patti 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 26,784 



Dated: January 11, 2007 



Carmen B. Patti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 32205 
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